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, r The pape? 1nvesti:a+gé the relatﬁonsth between how ° -

peop%e reason about moral ma*ters anl how they att. MNoral zeasaning
is-Yefined as degree of meturiky of judgment relating to-moral - ... .
matters. ¥oral behavior is 1nterpreted to inglude behaving in ways ‘ ,
which -are heipful %o others in need or distress and refraining from - :
behavior which is hyslcally or peychologica’ly harmful to others.’

”3'Question$ investigigted included 1) do people vho reason at more.

advanced fevels act dlfferes+1v in moral. sztuatians ‘than those &ho
feason at less.advanced levels? 2) dn- people who reason-at the same :
stage have-similarly in moral situatidns? and '3) do people act in .
accorince with what they sav‘they 'will jo'in moral ,actiosn IR
‘situations? Social science literature, and, pert;cularly. social .
psycholoqzcal research studies, are revieved regarding their - '
treatment of these concerns, Findings indicated that there is somz, - . :
support f£or the notxon that *he' level of. morz1 reasonind is . s f' A
associated wztﬂﬂan iacréase in frequency of moral behavior and-that. o :
there exists quite a discrepancy . betweer what peaple think thHéy. dauld
do ani what they ectually do in ma:algactzon situations., Additional

T3

reseacch is reviewed,regarding fac*ors in adiition to moral :ea:anxng e e
ﬁhl-h influence moral behavier. fﬁu*hor!ﬂB; L o a .
13 ' . . ‘e ' . ) ) - . . .
. o ‘ ‘ T . )‘
. * ’ '
. N .
' A -
. x . ,)$§"f i ~
s . _AQ P e _59( uf!f SR . B — . &
. - . | L) :
- .. A\ ¢ , - t

'**************i*****k******f***#*****#******************************ﬁ*ﬁ

* Bep:oductians supplzed By EDRS are the best that can be maie ¥ -
* . frop the original document. *
****#************************#**#**#******#*ﬁ***a*t**********t**#*#*t*# ) .

. A
) - N . i
« ) , ' ‘ Swo . .. ' < ) : * 1] . &

« . "k ' : C -

]



T

gy

-.'.. "‘_: :" . ! : . L ot - ‘ ., | ‘ ‘ ' N N "‘.“‘:
ATat e T e MAvosIse
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. PERSON OR ORGANIZAY&ON ORIGIN- -~ . ) .
:;‘FNGEH' POINTS QF VIEW OR QPINIONS ) ‘ ‘J

SYATED DO NOY NECESSARILY REPRE- San Franaisco.St;ate 1 - i e

SRR | | S A
' o ' Ia thar-é‘ my rel gtinnship bctwcpn huw R - | ’p,,.efﬁpg*;ii%‘&“é‘é’&‘;;?&,c‘,fms“
) '.‘;¥‘( Péaaanl abaut mnrtl mattera and huw ha nr sha agts? Da "{ ‘ Tf
¢ B~ peopla who reasnn at’ the su-callad "highar”'ur "mure advancad X
| §§:' levaln, Fnr examplu, act any dxFFaruntly in moral -ituatinns ‘  ;:’ “
2 'than thcae \whq r'aasan at thc lawer levela‘? Do paopla‘ reaf--
‘ S -"uning at cha same ntage bahave nim’ilarly in moral sibuatiuna? s
<; - Du pauple behave similarly in such eituatian- ta tha way they -

R thxnk they would behave? ﬁuuatione like these, and their im-
?plx:gtxuna For aucial,_ smdxas_admation, aras the focus of thi_n "\

- . ‘ . . . . .
[ . . N . .

paﬁa{f. . RS t ) .
. P 3 \; . . - A - A . - e

e g cbmmnn nmsa uxpec'cationa might lead one to think . -
- ‘ , .' " that. moral raanning and mar-al bahavlur' ‘e ppaitzvnly car‘f‘a— | - o
_lated - that ths “highar'" the ntage Cin Knhlb-rgian temn] )
at which | parsah raaaann, thn mnr-e likaly ha or s‘ha vnuld _
. be to behave. mamlly if. gs.ven an uppam.miey to. da wc. By. Lo
Q "bahavn mr-ally,“;I mean nithsr- ‘t:n reFr-ai.n Fr'nm ucting in .
d ways that mcnt paopla i.n our rmltwa wauld agpae c.uuld
physically or psychalogxnally faarm pthars (a.g., atr.{k:.ng, X . :  -‘
évarhally abuaiﬁg, ::haating, stealing From,. lying tn. ptu.}k . \
- -,——~——§ or, to tha mntr«ar*y, t.a halp othet;a innaa:{ ar msr.bm | |

taca

\ 8.y by in ‘some uay comFarting? eham, provi.ding aaaiatanee .
1
to tham, empathizing uu,th them, eta.). Indéad, Kuhlbarg (19?2]

. B . X Pspar ;resuntad at the Annual !aeting of the Rmer::.can . f
o~ "Edu::at:.anal Research Asnoaiatxon, Boston, Massaehusatta, Apr-xl '



han arguad thqt,mahal maturity 1n judgmant and nctian ara

/ PR .

‘f that s }_.'. advance in maral judgment sSesms’

/ith more: matura mnral actian. ‘Principlad sub~ v~

T;uru ard Five‘ntudiaa nhiph lend -uppnrt ‘to the
natinn tha{ Iavul uF maral rnasaning dnen contributa to diF-
Ferentiatﬂnn in gmaunt aF morg& bahavior.. In ] ntudy cnnduct—‘J _
'f: ed ut the ccllage*lavel Bwawn and nullaqguaa CIBSS] Found ’ |
that unly llear éant nF aquaats at . ﬁha principlad lnvcl

Cstages 5 and 6 oﬂ Kahlberg 1™ mnral judgment scnla] chugtad e L

{

-

Qn an examinatiun aa compared uith 42 par cant at the canven- ;
tiunal eval (etégaa 3 and 4] There wera.nn individuéls who ‘;
reasaned st ‘the prqcanvantianal luval [stages 1 end 2) in Lo
this study. In:anuthar ntudy, (Krabs and Kohlbarg, 19733

o UN
' IDQ sixth—gradaqnhildran were giwan\-xparimantﬂl ehent&ng

taats and & Kchfberg mnral judgmant Lnterview. Eighty par 1.. .
cant of stege 5 subjects in thc study re:isted the temptatioh |

to chaat caﬁﬁaﬂad w;th 45 par annt QF thnaa at ataga4- 22 ; | o -

“

par cant at staga 3- 38 per c t -t ﬁtage 2~ ‘and 15 psr j C
AN o

cent at ataga 1. Thera ware nn ‘jdividuala raaaoning nt

' .

" stage & amahg tha subjam:s of th ;‘ﬁ'-st:udy.* In 1989, Haan

- studants were . Faced:with deciding whath r to, "aitnin" at the ,ft"

! *
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- . ‘;3:— / | - o
}‘ ( Adm;n;ntratinn building in tha name of. Fresdnm nF polztical "
| | cauimunicatim. L The resﬂ-qhsﬂ ackniniatand maral Judgmant s
intarviaun ta over EDD aF thesa students. Thuy Faund that
_'BO pnr cant aF those raannning nt staga 6, and SD par cant
at ntnge 5 sat- in. nomparad ta nnly 10 par cant of thoa. |
fgr‘QIZ: A‘at etqgad 3 end 4. During that ‘aana year,. Kahlbarg [;9693

/

fadministerad a moral Judgmnnt 1ntsrviaw ta sama of - tha par-'

L/ Y
,/"ticipanta in tha Milgrem [19533 Obﬂdiﬂncﬁ “tUGy‘ [Mndur th' B

;;' .;/' . guise of an axpurimant,'undargraduate atudants at Y-ln weare -
. ~ ST
ardered by an exparimantar ta adminietar ) naries nF incrcaa--

ingly ssvare shockn to & viatim, ‘who was -ctually‘”AcanFad-.

’erata uF the expar;manturq) Seventy-sze per. annt nF stage
;77.1r"ujn stubjects quit or raFusad tn shack‘tha victim campared with A“ »
| o “lonly 13 par sant uF all subjasts st ntags 4 ar baluw. ;
Lastly, Krebs and Hasenwald (1a73) rapart 8 etudy -: 
‘Avhose rawulta nra perhapa tha maL\"EuPportive oF all Fur tha
L ".,reasnning-actinn cnrralntinn. Subjecpe sere rearuited by -&n .j
' adv-rtisnmant and aaked. amung - numbur aF thinga, to Fiil nut
 _ and mail back a quustinnnsihn. Tha Famale invastigaﬁbr, =u 5

- univarnity studant, paid tham—in advan?a for doing thise and

gave tham a naIF-addras-ad, ntampad anvalcpe. §ha than statad

e e e e e e

_;* . “ that unlass whs reaeivad all °E~th’ questxannairas bggk Fnam : r

| .-tham withxn | waak) sha ‘would most likeby Fail her raaaarch -; ..
ccuraa. Eut ?lsa, sha aaid, she truatad them to gat the ques- o
tiannaires back to her in txma. A mural judgmant 1ntarviaw |

00 was admxnxatared to each of theﬁsubjsata. ‘;hera wera no stage R

N
‘4“ ‘ -.A r ) “_ “"
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' 'mara1 behavior than lower ataga reasanars.' Naverthal

nar staga 6 subjects in tha atudy. Ali tiaé peﬁ uanﬁ)-éF

zl,tha stage s sub;ectg, snd marn than 70 per cant uF tha -tng~fj

'rtha likalihand of individUEla anting marnlly., Thusu Sty
-do appesr to suggest, if only sumawhat, thet in ganar;\'

. greater parcqntaga af higher staga ra-sanars uill engf

el

Thare xs anma avidance. than, to suppnrt tha

-

| idaa that leval aF mural raaauning attained does 1m=rnaa-*f‘

h

thazh results must be takén with a grazn aF aalt.‘ ?'bnt‘nF. B -ﬂ.‘-“«

[OOSR S

‘at._al. ﬁtudy, there were nnly nlnaesubjacts at .

_,E subjects‘[as paruaant}_than.thu~nt§gs‘3 sub}ag~-‘

'égnﬁl;rssiétad the'tnmptatiun ﬁn aheat. In théJ

al. study,’
tha d$én

" uanductad by sanial (aa oppasad to . davalnpmantal'\"'

1‘picd lsvald 1n the Kuhlbarg study, unly aig].“;S--fnd, ths | ‘ ‘ é‘

PR
,“‘).

| might be argu-d. in f ich most geapla are likalg\ﬁhﬁfind .

themaalves.

Furthq%é;re, thahn arn same addxtznnaJ
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gxatn,'nhich cbmplicatg tha pxctura cnnaidarably. Accarding
ta Kahlbarg [1973). thn mast common lqvel of mnral reasaningv
:“ L is the cnnvantianql [stagaa 3 and 4). Tha most cnmman stags ‘,‘ -
For mast adults, ih all qf the saniatiaa ha hdl studlad, is
staga 4, the ”l-w and araer“ atage, where the right thing ta[
| da’ ia that which nnn'- auciety daFinaa :s right, cithar by '
lau ar by establinhsﬂ rules, Large numharn oF ndultn also .
havs bacﬁ Faund tn ba ut sitage 3, the ﬂguud bay-gnad girl" Ti' .t}.I -
. ‘. .“ﬂf 1evsl uF maﬁeixty, whara the right thing to do E? that whinhv ; |
pleasns br helps nﬁhera, and uhich 19 appruvad by nthars. - ‘~:';
Yot tha erk "of Asch (IBSE), Nilgram C1374},_ and Latane' I |

- and Darlay [15?0) auggast. that many indivick.:aln, rsgar'dlaas

~ oF thsir stqge of moral reaqunxng, bghava nt timea 1n ways |

oK,

whxnh they thznk are mrong, whth hurt othars, or which vio-

lata what B?uiety in gena al cunsidars td‘g; right.

X
]
\4

Asnh (1951 1952, 19553, Far axample, i.n what sre
‘now viewad as = classic sat nF exparimanta, asked Far vul- :
untaara to partxcipata in a study on paraaptual judgment.

Thare wsre 123 subjacts Cﬁustly eallega atudants). Thay o “'-;,g‘

»

wara placed in s raum with six to seven atudenta (whu, unknnwn

* s ’

to tha subj-st,-wara cnnFedarataa aF the exparim-nter). Tﬁg

axperimanter then ahunad the grnup a straight lins CX), alung  '
1

'<¥jﬁ1:,‘ ) Cwith threa ‘other lxnes (A B,c), and asked a-ah mambar “oF tha‘”“"f”—*"“_
' * » .
grnup to ssy nut.laud whxch of tha threa linaa was cloaaat in
| S

length to’ I;ng X. Ths carraat answer is Eg but all af ths

L ¥

canﬁsdarates say line A Eaah gubject was askad to make a

totsl aF twalvu parceptual JUdeSﬂtB invalving diFFering

. } A : . ‘4‘1.‘ ) o '
B 'Y » , S . ' ' E ;\ - " . . ,.‘. ’ * )

',,“‘



;langthn of 1ine, u;th one nF tha 1inaa in tha graup aF thrua
aluays aqualling thu langth of l;na X. Sincs the percaptual
"'judgment ta ha m da aach timg was a very aasy anu, Aﬂch

‘-expaatad that almnﬁt qvary cna of hin sub'eeta would ra-

"part accuratsly what thay saw, And anut wu-&hurds dxd.

But ana-third QF the subjecta did nat._ Nhat is intura?exng

for our purpoaaa hare 19 that whan Asch intarviawad tha sub-

Jeatﬁ wha did nat rapnrt thaxr puruaptiqns accurntaly, almust 

all statud thet thay vieuad aacurate repnrting oF what thay

‘saw as baing "haneat" or “conscxantiuua'“ nat one aaid it
)
was right to gn alang wi th the gruup. There Was, Fnr thgae .

) VSubjacts, no real uncartaxnty about what was thu r;ght thiﬂg o

to da, yet &h-y;did nnt_du Lt. But even amung thetsuo-thirds .

' that dxd nat ga alang with the graup,'vany Few engagad in

- A
mcral reasqn;ng. The great majority came up w;th lmagxnativa

Vscrts of axplgnations Far tha dxFFerancas in their own and f_ fJ

| tha grcup 's percaptiuns.' Sd&a said thay waﬁ‘ vi-wing tha
linas Fram a diFFerent pasition than tha n#hars'- scma said
it must haye baen : aptical 111usinn~: sﬁms said that it was
dua ta the Fact they wore eyaglassas, atc. PInteraétingly,

rquitn a few of thia group Ctha nanuonFarmsra} thnught it was

- pnsaible, and evan likely, that tha group judgmqnt,uan right

. .
.-

and theira was wrung. crutchFiald EISSS, 1853] con@yctad sxmiﬁ"

| lar studies [althnugh his aubjaats warq_nnt Face-ta-Facn with

ths cunFadsratssl on mara then EGG paaple; all "above avarage"

'1n intalgéggnca, educatxan,lgnd_qccupatianal'étatus, snd )

N ' . . . ¢
. L g . .- . ‘
te

Ca &
f



. l waa qr'darad to adminiﬁter' an 1nm~mingiy savere. alactr-in

abserved e;milar runﬁnlts.

L

o in: t.he Milgram ClSSS) ntudy mentionad ea-iief-, 4&

- subjecﬁs £Yala sm '::a] sar-ved as "tuachars“ nF annthar sub~

- J?t f}#be again, é canf-‘adarm:e nf a:hs axpjr-imenter-)._ Evary

&

4 mamar-izad stimukus m*-ds when givan tha Fir-m:}, thn taachcr ‘

shaclc, rangxng Fr-om 15 vo’lts ("s].ight sgnck"] to 450 \mlts

\
("Dangar. Savere Shacki'] by pushj.ng a buttcm qn - "shar.:k

generator." The vnltages ware claarly labaled. as wera tha
lwritten wa;'m.ngé. _ The learneq resmnded to the shacks with,‘
'pragreseively, gmnts, var-bal c:omplainte, crias of pain,
Aplaas* tr.: be- Iet out eF«the experimant and, at tha highar |
hlavals, soreans aF agahy. Tmty-sxx Cabaut hm-thirda] QFP'

- the mbjects obayad \the expar-imantar's t:ammands Fully md

&

2 ,‘.;adm:mistarad most savm-u\ shac:k (450 valts} to tha lem-nara.g

:’Faurtean subjacta roke QFF the ‘xpm—im&nt at gsons paint aFtar-
s ‘&g ref-‘used to participata any Fur-ther, :
Hhat‘ is int‘eraat:ing m.th regard to thess atudi.es.

as in the \mr'k of. Aach flSSE)! .ts the -éiscr'apancy which ex.ists

'f .'betwm ﬂhst peaple think t.hey*mulq de -gnd- uhat thcy acmally r.'o. R
[ i
Milgram [1983) aaked at e students and :ullaaguaa off his at
. \___. N u
. Yala uha't: par‘nentage aF st.sbjects they tmught \uauld go all

the way and adm:.nister- ths most severa shoc:k. N They estimatad
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v e e \ ’ ‘ _a‘-

, aniy l'peﬁ caﬁt. Simz;ar reaults amang unxvera;ty atudents

are raparted by Ar?nsnn (lS?E]. Forty psyahiatrigta whqm

'; ha cnnaulted [Milgrpm, 1955] were even morc uptimistgc.

\
They estxmated anly\n 1 per cent. As we have saen, thay

-
)

¢ \ .
|

-,could not have besn mara wcnng. Twa—thxrds-oF the subjactai

_;went “all the way. : It saams lagical ta agsume thst manx

- of tha subjacts, if thay had besn askad,baFarehand, uuuld '

{
.

1863]. As one ubsqrvar ncEad-

hava mada a similar predictian, sincs same of. tham were ,

1*-::" ' Furthermora, un&a the subjacts learned. thﬂ t’“’

¢

nature-of the exparzment Lall sub;acts ware daErieFed once

}thair particxpation-had endad]. the abedxant subjacts Bl-

L)

- .most w;thaut axcept an stated they tpuught thay had . dane
“wrang™ thxng, heavad sighs of ralisF, or shnok their hnada

in. apparsnt regret CMilgram. 1974]. Many dascribsd thnir  .

R

| particlpation as @ veﬁy painFul, ‘aven agnnizing experienaa.

,‘; | ‘_“‘

‘taken from- tha same papulatxnn as tha 3udgaa - Yala studnnts.l,

Mast raported undargaing extrame atrasn and tansian [Milgram,

PRV

I obaur?ad 8 maturs and initially paisad,

- businsgssman anter the leboratory smiling

. . and confident. Within 20 minutes he was

: " reduced to a twitching, stuttering wreck,
who was rapidly approaching a8 paint of

. nervous collapss. He constantly pulled - e

on his earlobs, and twisted his hands. ,
- At ong point, ha pushed his Fist into his

)

S

—  Forshead and muttered: ' “ph God, lst's
"cstop it.” And yet he continued to raspond
_ to evary wara of the experimenter, and
B . nhayed ta. tha end.(Milgrami 1963, p. 377]

other hand, Felt prnud of thamsalves. . It appears that ad%a

&

thay were no langar in the experimantal aituatiun, eha obedi

-

°Thasa who had reaiated ﬁha-ardsrs aF the experzmenter, on the

3

/

. -
4 _
I .

L



ent subjects viewed tﬁg situation in the same way s the jud-

ges.

. [}

-In‘ﬁnuther tyhavaf‘studyg Lapanaf and Oarlay {(1970)] .

-

T ahd‘thaib éd&lea@ues ﬁura intaraﬁtad in'inVeatigating'wﬁathar

f

byetandars wuuld come tq th- aid aF a vintim in apparent dia~~ oo

K t v t,

traasn fn a EGPiQS QF Gtudiaa, thay ganstruated an imaginary L .

_ f\\i\\:ituatian [imsginary, that is, to the axparimantera] in whiph )

bJacts parcaivad an 1nd1vidual suFFerxng an 1n3ury ar, ‘acci- ‘

, dent and cryxng aut qu halp. The subjacts partzoipating in
. ‘ .
/L the study were then ubsarved to aee if thay wnuld cnme ta the

> ‘

D ‘vzctim s-sid. For exagple, in one atudy (Latana' and Rodin,-

1989], a8 Femala exp-rimentar asked é number nF aubjacts [uni
N .

verazty studants) to lel uut a questinnnaire. Nhile thay |

| wara doing so, ahe maved to umnthar room within aarshut . -
~ : : ~ the
e [saparatud anly by | callapsible ‘thainlﬁ inForming/subjects

 “that sha.uuuld return whan theay Finished the queatianna&ra. K
A ch mirutes letar, sha stagad an "aceidant“ by pI:ying [
uapa racnrdxng ?F a yaung waman clﬂébing a chair, Follnund ,

by 8 luud acraam and & cranh, as if the chaxr had callapsed.‘
Thay then heard the worman moaﬂing and nry;ng and 5ay1ng, “Oh,
73x | my'God, my Faat A a,; . can't move it. Oh . .+ my

ankle . . . I can't get thisg thing of QF ma." The cries

continuad for a mxnute and thsn there was silunca.}

. An—intaragking var;able in-;his study was: uhsther
L ;‘ .or net éubjacts were alons aor with snnt?er parsa; as thay mar; w
o , F;l;ing‘nut,the questiannaira.  of thnsekparticxpating 1njpairs.'
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aama‘79 par'canehbﬁfaréd to help the young wnmén{ ' of thasa

n
partic:pating aslona, only EQ<

.

per cant.nFFarad halp., Studiun

) like these (usually naFarred to asftha byqtandar 1ntarvantion o "?-

X

studies} have two basic =haractaristxcs. (1) the need nf e

tha parsnn in diatraas is pctantially aavera'i end (2) by-
: candition of the

' standar intervantiun is necassary £F the/distressed. paraan .
o 2 . .

."

ia nqt to worsen. - They hava baen repa-ted using many Fnrmats, .
with the' byatandar subjacta bbing expuaad to individunln suF-i
faring a variety of mishape, including an epilaphic nttnck f.‘:
*Cmarlay and Latane'; ISSSJ{FalliagsFram 8 laddsr (Bickmang SR ‘Ef
19?2), nollap-ing from s Fainting spail {R. Smith, et. sl., |
19?3), graanfng éﬁd lying 1n 8 danrway (Qarley aﬂd‘Batann,

. 19?3), or experienning severe.. atamaqh cramps EStaub. 19743 4

In all of  these studies, it was Found that bystandsrs ere

. . . .

mara lxkely to 1ntervena uhen thay ars by thamselvas than
whn?‘chay are in pair- or 1argar graups. S : f.é
 !§§ But many do nat intarvane at all, even when th. |
“ costs to thamaalvaa oF daing €0 are quite nlight. Evidence ;T
cF this is found in snothar study by Lutana' and ﬂarluy -
ClS?O]. In this aasan‘thay'uantad to invsstigatu whpther'
obsarvers to a thaFt wauld rapart it.“Théy héd‘twd'“ﬁobbaré"-ﬁ'

(a:tually conFsdsrat-a of the pxparimsnters} enter = diacaunt

—t

G SO -

beer atara and aak tha aaah;er at ﬁhqnpauntar ta chackFHaw |
many bottles QF Lowunbrau bear ha had in stack.t Nhils tha
cashier (alsa a cnnFadarate) was in the atuckranm, tha two
rcbbara tan a case QF banr, ccmmenting whila they did aq

Vi
"They'll never. misa this." They than carried the casse to
. . . Yi . -‘ - L ‘

f . .

. . . . .
. - .
. X .
- o ro . 11
. . .
. . . . t -
- .
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S anly 20 per cent of all sub;ecte did ad.' Wheh -no rqport

.l retributzun i's vary slight, many peaple reFrain from -

: ing invalvad. \slhy’= Is it parhaps that many paup&etjunt

R N N . . . . s o . - - )
- . - . . i . e .
. N J N . ) . A
: L r . o . e . -
v - N ’ N . . g Lo -
o : , . , ‘ 8 - o
- . “ - B 1( L - R N o - . - . - *
. . ’ ‘ “11- ' . N - [
< .- ; . w N . [}
: oty ‘ L : T

thair'aar. Thé‘rubﬁe;s b153d thui?'time bafgre taking the . ;‘ g
caan ‘so that they cculd do so with nnly one anlqcknr Ln B )'»“’ ;
xhe stnra halF aof th- time and twa onlanknrs the othar o ﬂV o ) i,f
halF; The cashier than raturned to the cuuntah and rasumed.

|8
waiting on thh gnnuin- cuatomar&a].. Althou.h they uare

N L o

givan amp&a time to spnntancudely repart uhat-had happnnaq,

- was made, tha cashiar prnmpted tha enlaokar{n) by,asking

'

what had hhppensd to the twn mnn and if thu eustamar[a] " e
N T
had sasen them leave.. Puttipg -11 repbrts togathur, prumpted | v

Tar sponéananus, ES par cnnt QF tha unlaakars rapanted'ﬂm; S ST

theFt. The pareentaga nF rapnrting was lasa, haﬂ.vnr, when
thare wsre twéennlaukera as campared uith ana [56 par cant

cﬂmparud tu 85 par cent).. Thus. avan whan the natura oF . o .

the “interventiun" is anly verbal, and thn hassibility Y-

dun't eara about paapla in dxstraaa or are nnt intereutad |

senuhathappsnsmnmgr* .' s <
| This does: nst esem to ke tha casa. Th\i: is avi- o

denée that people are anything but nanchalant abuut parcaiv-

uing samaana in dzetresa. fhay are nat apathatic or. uninv"

tarested, Intervisws with bystandsra to tha- Kitty Genavase .

PO

murdser in Naw York city in the lata 1SEﬂ$ CBB witnenscs .

watchad from their windmws far 38 minutes a ynung waman
bsxng Murderadl Faund that a1l ware harrined by wh;;\gﬁay

had seon. tﬁasanthal, 1384}. Bue nct ans even called tha police.

g“ S *2 ' . ' ) v s <
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How ean this be explaihed‘

.4.‘ S TS Y

. Qne thing seams clear. - Level of moral reasoning, iﬂ
~N N

in.ﬁhd oF itaeIP doas not adaquataly axplain the prpééngp

o ?

or absencé of moral behavior Ln panple.* UnFortunatsly, gﬂ
.

w N

r./

c“ ‘do Aot know the staga levals at which ths subjecga in*ﬁhase

., which they rater admittéa they balieved tc ba wrong, or which '

Y ' - - , )

tudias reaaanad, ﬁpr maral judgmeht interviews Lascapt For

the Kahlberg.tlsssl study) were . nat canducted. But it is '

-l

lliksly that-mast raasanad at tha conventional level, since

-

it zq the‘mcst comman lavel ét@dkned amnng adults. Yét, es’

-

we have qFan, large numbers nF‘the subjects bahaved in ways

‘hurt people. Furthermcre, with regard tq those studias in

the - of subjects
whish/stage 1evaLs/ware determined [x.aa, in the Brawn, et

al., 19693: Krebs and Kohlberg, 1973, and Kchlberg, 1969,

studies), servera; of tha principlad.levsl subjacts dxd

‘cheat or administer shocks to 1nnocent victims (11 per cemt&:

in the Brown study;- 20 per can in the Krebs and Kohlbarg

stydy; <25 per cént in the Kohlbarg studyl). People can

fail to éct mcraliy; it appeasrs, at any level of moral

*

reasan;ng,.evsn the q;ghast. : ' i
S
ﬁ v What elsa, in addition to moral reasoning then,

fmight datermims (if only in part) when pecple will sct moral-

ly? The Asch,(lSSEJ, Milgram (1983], and Latane' and Darley

LlB?DJ studies have begn replicated & number nF times, using

many varxatians in Far*at. These variations have had a con-

H

gest several factors, in addit;un to (or perhapa in place-of) -
moral reasoning which help to explain when moral behavior is

ilikely 40 qoour. Ascﬁ,_For exampie, found that the fFewer tﬁe‘

! &

0 o L 1:} .‘&

S e

‘sidarable effect on the results obtained, and accordingly sug-



‘w«*uthncaac%men~aa~many subjautnuubeyadmthswnxphh&m-nt-r-&han_*_

.

S T S

,x . L
o f . - . - . B N

;.f‘ easier tha parcaptual judgmnnt ta ba made, and tha pras-nce

\.

of even enu athar “truthFul“-auhjact dacrnasnd th- snoun't,
i

‘qF‘canFé:;gty by aub;a:ts the viasn oF ‘the gruup CAach, B
R . T R
. | 1953].. . ’ . L

,7- Variat;uns of the Milgram {1553} sxparimenﬁ, using A

. ‘over 1030 male and Fumale aub]acts cF -11 agaa and ccbupa-

axderabla diFFarenca. Hhan aubgaeta mara nrdared tn prnas
' tha victxmﬂn hand to a shackplate, Fnr nxampls, ns appps-d

to jush'pushing a buttan tu admlnieter - ahock to & victim,'

_;n anntHer raom, 70 per cent th;ed the experimenmar.5 Dbsdin -

Fram the immadzata viuinity of . the subjeats.. Thus almuat ’
vt

number of iﬁdxvxduals arrayad aguinst tha trua subjuct, ths -

o tions, ahawad thak tha ":.mmacliacy" uF the victim&‘akan a cnn-' '_ s

]

‘;. _ ance alsq drnppad sharply as ths axperxmenter baaamn‘hamoved l .

- he sas?physically presant as when ha gavu hls nrdsra by

'1;g;aphuna [Milgram, 1974). Furﬁharmnra! whan nubjects aaw .

Y& - = e

 other subjacts refuse tu ubey the axpar;mentar, a0 psr cent

v.did lxkewise EMilgham, 1§SS] ' The dirucénenn aF o nubjent‘ a;

',raépnne;bility For adminiataring tha ahnck traatmant allo
maﬁ axganicant. thn thay wﬁra raquirad only to pull =

\.master sw;tch to raleaaa tha untual ahockndelivaring -theh,

but wara-nat~nrdhradjsatually ta_dalixannnhn“ﬁhnnk thamsnlvaa.ﬁ;

;lqvul. They ehid 1utur that thn Finsl switah:pullar hnd ths -

l

raal raspansibil;ty [Milgram, 19873.

'3? nut oF 40 adults in Naw Havan ccntinuad to tha maost savere x_ﬁ

T
FEY YV} ]



. Frequent explanatian Far this is thqt whan othere ara'
. presant, it is aasiar Forr an- ind;vidual tu diFFusa rasponnx-,‘¢01a

. bility, that ia, to say i, effoct thnt "nnmcane plse will

' and pruximity oF uther people invalvad, uhather thara is sup-

o A .;_-‘-.‘ o, B ' - .
N L =lae L I

_., In tha bystander intarvantian Btuﬁias, the intarest-

‘xng th:.ng in that an incrsnu iatha mnber of bystandm-s :

.decrqasad rather than incr-asad intervantinn. The mnst

. ag
")
G..Q~

L.
*

halp [the victim] “7 Nhan,a aalitary individual, on the. other

' ,hand, psrceivas snmaune.ih truuble, tha respnnsibility qu Y B

-helpxng that peraon may not be diFFasga.‘ "f‘uV-:.;. ,if % :__:»jf”&

It bncamas dVidant, thén, that theare nra many Fac-A

* tor-a which na-d to be nonqz.dur'aﬂ by :n;yma wishing ta maka

pradzctxcns abnut whan, nF if, mor havior will occuﬂa‘ 3 . IR

» Thqsa Factars include the nature uF the situatiun, thu,numbar‘

f*’“”ﬁ;f*““*purt-Fram atharﬁ“turact maraity)“thewnaturaﬂand-nuSgp“of - — e

-

s -

‘that suppurt, ths kind‘uF-dag;aian aﬁd/ar sction raquirad, B f‘;w

mmm;:mansmum Eor_n;a_immhg_dﬁ’mam 'Qn gm o k;h

¥

'and ths diractnssa of . une'a own raspnnsibxlity Fur acting

murally.* Maral ragauning ;a unly one of mnny ‘possible dnterm-','

Tinants of maral acticn. Tu tha extant that tha natura and 3 e

strungth aF thesn Eand undaubt-dly nther] Factarn cqn be

identiF;ed in & particulah aituatiun, the pradxctability of.

S USRI S,

mqeal behavior is likely m.__hn_mnmm_a;s._._ e
Lo w w)ow - -
ﬁ ;h The pracading discussxani-gggesta a-numbar of thinga

Far scc;el studxsa educaéors to . cnnsidar, particularly thcse

. - .
. ..
. : . ct . .
- A : .
. . P *
[} - . - i
.



unﬁ'moral bqpavior is by no meann a :imple mattnr.' Far nna‘

) .ennaernda adusatcr in thxa rqézrd is to dacida, and ta h-lp

Goe Lo _lg;

‘-—A
.-]'u-»"'"
e B

. 9 | o _ _ .
who-. gaka yaléeéﬁeducstxan as thair particular areg of. inter~"
. s : \\; .

ﬂIéSt ﬁﬂd cdncarn, iF they wish tc cantribute tarnn incnga:ﬁ T T e

{_%

. in’the likelihund‘oF moral behavlar ncuurr;nga R I

. .

Firat, 1t must be realized,tﬁat the dsvalupmant ,"j _ j.

I!.
thing, whathar ] paﬁt&aular kind uF hahavior can’ nvan be

4.

| _Acnnsidarad mnral or not dnpapds Qn how one an;nes tha tsrm

- . -

"murel " SpeciFia acte thhaut interpratatian nannnt be

. evaluatad at ell. Thusb ane prnblem which canfrnnts the_ S . '  -

¢

students denide, what "actxng marally" (i.a., mural behaviur)

means.’ ﬂhat;wﬂﬁﬁr?ﬁﬁa:ffeular way nF nating right or wrong,-‘

'gaad nr bad° And why? - Nhat characteristics do mural acta h-‘: T

. .

'possaas whiuh ncn-mdral and ‘amoral nnts do not? Trying to-

& b g .f; —

v

7"dacide thxs quentian [iF nnly uamawhst] is qsnantially an
'-axercxse in cuncept dnvalnpmant, snd caﬂ ba prnmutcd ir th.

j“alasaruum using tha bas;e “marts of categnrizing strateginn'L”“”“mwuwm

n'

that ara common in thn(lLturatura (e.g., hau anpnkel, 1580, -;:. ‘} 

o pp. 1?5 5?] ~' .;hs ' » ; . _5 o o ; .“ )  ;A*Tf
.; Sacand, once tsaéharn are at ieaat snmauhat claar .' , “//A.‘
abaut what acting marally involva-, and haw morsi and non-? ”:ffr‘ -y'

;mural acts. dxFFar, they must dacida whather thay want ta ‘f' ) .g

.”This, aF ccuraa, is a quenticn of value that some say doaa.

try dﬂliberately Fc Fustar sunh‘bshaviaF in the elaaaranm.

. P
. S
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than likely to result in some Cqu;te dlssatisFacﬁbhy] values

being taught by deFault..

Assuming that the answer to the preceding quastion

-

is .in tha aFFirmativa, teachers then need to plan how best

.this can be dnna. The part;cular tachniques to be used might

vary considerably. Alhhcugh didactic methods hava ganarally

bean vzeuad as hav;ng little, if LENYy eFFect on changing

bahaviob [Hartsﬁbrna and Nay, 1928-30; Fentiﬁbgﬁ, 1954],

-

' thena is épma recent evidence that the intenaity with which

.o

" behavior ‘is condemned has & considerable effect on how

young children percaivé such behavior (Yénrcw, 1977). Al-
' . . : |
though this work has been done only with parents and their’

very young children, its results merit investigation with
(.

The current Fsvnriﬁe émong\mény,“if not maat,'
educators o far as techniques . go is :ha;disﬁﬁss;nﬂnnF,mnral
Eilémhas, elthough no studies have as yet besn performed to
invastigate ?he~uFFadt(s) of such discuséiana nh_ﬁ%rai be-

havior. Evidence doss exist, however, to show that. it does

'prndace a change upwards in moral éaaﬁpning, a}thnugﬁ not all

students adgvancs consistently. Furthermére, such discussions

do mot appear to be very efFective in stimulating reasoning

*

L]

much beyond sfaga 4 (Lockwood, 1978). ’

At any rate, Far-maréfthcught'and research needs to

be given to what sorts of activities are likely to .promote

A Y

{or at the very lsast make studants aware of) moral behavior.

¢

The Asch (1852) studies, For example, auggaat that if teachers

wish to decrsase canFormity in studants, ‘they might try to

h ) . + .
. 5 ) 1 by ‘ .
. -

v ) . fl

- *

- teachsrs and students (of all‘“‘é‘géta] ‘a8 well. e

1
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‘ provide more opportunitidgs For students td,give support fFor -
each other in dec:gian-making aimatims r'at.her than requiring
them to compate against and tny éu uutda one another. This

'conceivably might promote n”greatar gmaunt of self-confidente
in students qancnrning the&r awn viewpoint when thay have '

" reason to béﬁieve their viswpoint is right, sven though it

! many : R
conflicts with the v;aws.aF/athsra. "\ / -

‘/-\'

An alternativa way oF cénductlng m%ﬁal dilemma dls-

<

aussions is al so auggented by Asch's work.' Tha usual Fnrmat
racommshdsd tn teacher wishing to cnnduct such discussinns

is to hav- studants .answer a series oF quaations deaignad to

L

het them to think qhout ths issue involved. They then ars -
- gsked to giva the;r ﬁﬁgas abaut what they think éﬁé’pﬁotagnn-

ist shauld dc, ‘and why.‘ Asch's warik suggests, however, that

'z
it might be benaFicial to ask studsnts to work togethar,

brainstarmzng as a grnup (rather than 1hdiv1dually] vé;ious )
v

things which might be dghu¢ and, oF these, which might help

the most psople invalved' iﬂ aFFact, to sesk to suppart,
J/
rather than argue againat, each other in thair reasoning.

The resﬁits nF Milgram's (1974) wnrk lend support
to ﬁhe xdsa‘PF/enccuraging'support for others among studsnts.
You will, ?epall‘that when subjects saw other subjects reF;sa
to obey the axparimenter, Qq per cent did likewise. Perhaps
pravidiné students with'ﬁény more oppartunities to preéant

reports and give demonstrations, to role-play conflict situa-

tions, indeed, even to 'take examinations, which reqguire col-

|~
CC
]
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~

4

a 'hith, andjxeké }ntc account, the neads of others.

| : .
. 1/ -18—
lsboration and mufual support, rather than solitary researc

and presentéti9é, might increase their ability to ideﬁtiFy
: i . ‘ ¢ - ' .

-

' ﬁﬁlgram's'wark also sugéésts somathing.elsa.

-~ -

Again,‘yecall that the diracthass of. the subject's respunsi-

bxli}y was a big factor in whether he or ahe obeyad ths ax-

<

perimenter e orders fully.” Thus, 1nareas;ng opportunities

s e

/fur étudsnt& to be directly reSppnsibla Fnr 1nitiating and

A

f-rcarrying out indxvidual prpjects, alnng ‘with insuring thet

they exparience ﬁpa cansequencas of being Fully raspnnsibla

for such (as wslp;qs sbexhg what happens whsn.they sre releas-

3

ad'cr abénlvad of. such ﬁFsponsibility) might contribute to

a greater in;idenﬁe of noral béhévibr. |
‘ .'As no doubt you have perceived, there is the,

_ pqssib?lity of wcrking at cro%g~pu§§osss here. Thénﬂilgram
etudies augg;st’that people are more 1ikeiy tnsact‘mqrél Y-
whan thay are supported by others in doing so- The bystand-
er{intervention studies reveal that’snlitary individuals
are more likely to aid others ig distress than srs paira
or 1arger groups of people.‘ The ?hallanga, it would appaar,‘
is tn~sngags students in sotivities which maximiza ?hsir ‘op~

portunities to work with and draw supporf From%_yet not be

J ’ : - .
able to diffuse responsibility to, others. 1t is a challenge ,

to which few, if any, social studies (or other) educators

have as yet addressed themselves.

L)
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